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C.    Costs. Benef1ts> and Effectiveness:  (continued)
The Study of State Management Practices (E.3) found:

o A majority of States (39) monitor their programs for quality as well
as for compliance. Program quality monitoring included such activi-
ties as classroom observation, teacher interviews, and reviews of
evaluation findings. The "quality-oriented" States intended to con-
tinue about the same level of monitoring under Chapter 1, even in
light of fewer Federal requirements; however, monitoring activities
would be affected by any funding level changes.

o Twenty-two States made rules, generally designed to help districts
implement quality programs. Districts had difficulty differentiating
State rules from Federal rules.

o Nineteen States reported a reduction in paperwork as a result of going
to a three-year application cycle. Under Chapter 1, State coordina-
tors thought they could streamline the application approval process,
for instance, by developing consolidated program applications.

o A majority of State coordinators said that evaluation data were im-
portant to improve programs, and they encouraged their districts to
use evaluation results. Approximately 30 Coordinators planned to
continue using the Title I Evaluation and Reporting System (TIERS),
though possibly in a modified form, to collect Chapter 1 information.

Program Effectiveness:    Based on the results of student achievement test-
ing States reported the following results in  reading:

Table 1

1981-82 Title I Reading Achievement Results
for Students Tested on a Full-Year Schedule
(Based on data from 47 States)

Weighted

Number    Normal  Curve Equivalent         Percentlle
Grade     Tested   Pretest   PosttestGain      PretestPosttest

2
	91,464
	37.7
	39,0
	1.4
	28
	30

3
	107,891
	34.2
	36.4
	2.2
	23
	26

4
	108,376
	34.7
	37.4
	2.7
	23
	28

5
	113,194
	34.9
	38.2
	3.4
	24
	29

6
	95,646
	35.4
	38.7
	3.3
	24
	30

7
	64,161
	34.9
	37.4
	2.5
	24
	28

8
	57,938
	34.5
	37.7
	3.2
	23
	28

9
	31,644
	33.4
	35.8
	2.4
	22
	25

10
	12,473
	31.2
	32.0
	.9
	19
	20

11
	10,567
	30.6
	31.2
	.6
	18
	19

12
	7,385
	29.0
	30.6
	1.6
	16
	18

Source:    1981-82 State Performance Reportsibing
